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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 6-8, 15-17, 20-22, 29-31, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cheyer (US 2003/0046201). 

Referring to claim 1 , Cheyer discloses a method comprising: 

• Establishing communication with a server including an external directory 
(Cheyer: abstract and paragraphs 9-10); 

• Sending a request identifying a user selected potential business partner in the 
external directory (Cheyer: paragraph 10); 

• Receiving a response from the external directory, the response including 
information relating to the selected potential business partner (Cheyer: paragraph 
10); 

• Parsing the information in the response (Cheyer: paragraph 38), The examiner 
notes that Cheyer information from external business partners are published to a 
directory by mapping (or parsing) and then normalizing the information. 
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• Creating a new business partner entry in an internal directory with the information 
parsed from the response (Cheyer: paragraph 38). 

Referring to claim 2. Cheyer further discloses a method wherein the response 
comprises information in a format compliant with a partner interface protocol (Cheyer: 
paragraph 14). Cheyer discloses responses and interaction across number protocols, 
which by definition must be compliant with each other. 

Referring to claim 3. Cheyer further discloses a method wherein said creating 
comprises mapping the parsed information into fields according to the partner interface 
protocol (Cheyer: figure 1 and paragraphs 9-10, 14, and 38). 

Referring to claims 6-8. Cheyer further discloses a method wherein comprising: 

• Prior to said establishing communication with the server, initiating a business 
process which requires a business partner (Cheyer: figure 4). 

• Completing the business process with the new business partner entry (Cheyer: 
figure 4). 

• Generating a purchase order using the new business partner entry (Cheyer: 
paragraph 25). Cheyer discloses completing transactions among partners. 
Referring to claims 15-17, 20-22, 29-31. and 34-36. Claims 15-17, 20-22, 29-31, 

and 34-36 are rejected under the same rationale set forth above as Cheyer discloses 
systems and mediums for enabling the method claims 1-3 and 6-8. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) whicfi forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been, obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-5, 18-19, and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Cheyer (US 2003/0046201) in view of Schwarzhoff (US 

6,591,260). 

Referring to claims 4-5, 18-19. and 32-33. Cheyer discloses all of the above as 
noted under the 102(e) rejection but does not expressly discloses a response 
comprising an html or xml page. Cheyer does disclose partners disclosing their home 
page URL. Schwarzhoff discloses a method of sending responses between partners 
comprising html or xml pages (Schwarzhoff: abstract and column 4, lines 16-39). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to have modified the method of Cheyer to have included responses 
comprising an html or xml page, as taught by Schwarzhoff, in order facilitate 
transactions in the marketplace (Schwarzhoff: column 4, lines 16-23). Claims 18-19 
and 32-33 are rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claims 9-14, 23-28, and 37-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cheyer (US 2003/0046201) in view of Stone (US 2002/0107889). 

Referring to claims 9-14. 23-28, and 37-42. Ciieyer discloses all of the above as 
noted under the 102(e) rejection but does not expressly disclose flagging documents 
while determining authority. Cheyer does disclose parties to transactions being 
required to prove that they are authorized to perform transactions in the electronic 
marketplace (Cheyer: paragraph 3). Stone discloses a method comprising: 

• Determining whether the user has authority to approve the new business partner 
entry (Stone: abstract. and paragraph 49). 

• Flagging the new business partner entry as incomplete in response to 
determining the user does not have said authority (Stone: paragraphs 34 and 45- 
49). The examiner notes that Stone discloses directing reports to persons who 
have the proper authority. 

• Generating a purchasing document with said new business partner entry and 
flagging the purchase document as on hold (Stone: figure 1 and paragraph 54). 
The purchase document would be on hold till the proper person with authority 
authorizes the order. 

• Determining an authorized approver for the new business partner entry (Stone: 
. abstract and paragraph 49). 

• Generating an approval worl^flow item for the authorized approver (Stone: figure 
3 and paragraph 52). 
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• Deleting the new business partner entry from the internal directory in response to 
the authorized approver not approving the new business partner entry (Stone: 
paragraphs 34 and 46). Stone discloses flagging non-removable attributes, it 
would have been obvious to allow authorized approvers (such as the head of 
purchasing in paragraph 54) to delete removable entries. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified the method of Cheyer to have included flagging 
documents while determining authority, as taught by Stone, in order to determine 
access authorization and routing information for data transmitted from partners (Stone: 
paragraphs 23 and 29). Claims 23-28 and 37-42 are rejected under the same rationale 
set forth above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Creighton (US 2002/0032665) discloses methods and systems for authenticating 
business partners for secured electronic transactions. 

• Aupperle (US 2003/014491 5) discloses a system for coordinating transactions 
among business partners. 

• Helmolt (US 2003/01 72007) discloses system for assigning orders among trading 
partners. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason B. Dunham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JBD 

Patent Examiner 
3/28/07 




